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nntil they should be- corrected ; but, on the death of that 
¥ Ope, the Sacred Congregation of Rites ordered hit name 
to be erased from- the book of the Index. " 

TTfe-original words ana: — 

«* Stxtus enim, propter proposisi bwe m de dominio Papse 
directo intotum orbem, pesuit Controversiat ejus in Indice 
Ubrorum prohibitorwn donee corrigerentur ; Bed ipso mor- 
tuo sacra rituutn Congregatio jussit deleri ex libra Indicia 
Bomen ejus." 

One can hardly desire higher testimony than this. Bel- 
larmine himself confesses the fact— hahemus cvnfitentem 
renin. Bat nevertheless we have higher testimony. For 

3. The " vote," or " consultation'' (we are not quite sure 
what the technical word is) concerning the beatification of 
Bellarmine, which appeared in 1677, under the name of 
Card- Azzolini, has these words : — 

u Bellarmine himself has stated in his life that his Con- 
troversies were put in the Index by Sixtus V., and this 
is true [ed e verd\. We find by tbe Registers of the Con- 
gregation of the Index that they [the Controversies] were 
pot into it, and that much interest was used with the Pope, 
and a petition presented to him, to have them withdrawn." 

Therefore, in 1677, the Registers of the Index contained 
undoubted evidence of the fact that Bellarmine's Contro- 
versies were prohibited, and we have here the highest 
authority at Rome — the authorized publication of the Con- 
gregation of Rites— declaring the fact. Wc suppose there is 
not, in the whole range of history, an historical fact more 
rally and satisfactorily attested. Nevertheless, it has been 
denied ; and on the following grounds : — 

1. One writer requires that the decree of the Congrega- 
tion of the Index should be produced ; he is not satisfied 
with the statement of the Congregation itself that such a 
decree was on their books in 1677, as asserted by Card. 
Azzolini. 

But what fact in history is to be considered true if an 
amount of evidence greater than this be required to estab- 
lish it? 

2. Others allege that his Jesnit biographer, Fnligati, uses 
the words di fare sospendere le sue opere, which they tell 
as signify, not that the book was temporarily put into the 
Index, but that the publication or printing of the work was 
Impended; and they argue that even this was a mistake, 
because the first volume of the Controversies appeared in 
1581, thesecond in 1582, and the publication of the third 
was delayed, not in consequence of a decree of the Congre- 

fttion, but in consequence of the public business in which 
ellarmine was engaged, and which compelled him to ac- 
company Cardinal Cajetan to Paris ; so that Sixtos V., who 
did not become Pope nntil 1985, could have had nothing 
to do with this suspension of the work, 

Father Sylvestre Pietra Santa, however, who translated 
Fnligati into Latin, renders sospendere by inhiberentur : — 

" Norm alii insure ausi sunt quo ejus opera inhiberentur, 
insererenturqne catalogo voluminum proscriptornm, donee 
quje in eis forent damnosa corrigi possent." 

We have not access to the original Italian, but, surely, 
these words are inconsistent with the idea that a mere delay 
of the publication of the volume was intended; and they 
agree exactly with the statement of Bellarmine himself in 
his autobiography, that his book was put in the Index until 
it should be corrected. This donee is fatal to the interpre- 
tation of the objectors. 

'3. It is objected, again, that the- temporary proscrip- 
tion of Bellarmine's work, so popular and so much sought 
after, as it was, produced no opposition or remonstrance. 

But the fact is not so. Cardinal Azzolini tells us ex- 
pressly that mnch interest was made with the Pope, and that 
• memorial was presented to his Holiness, not by Bellar- 
mine himself — who appeals to have submitted passively 
—but by the Cardinals, And the death of the Pope, which 
happened in a few months after (whether hastened by this 
affair or not is another question), put an end to the 
whole matter. Everything was hashed up, and Bellar- 
mine's name was erased from the Index. 

4. Chronological difficulties are advanced. It i« said 
tfcatBellarraine left Rome in January, 1590; that it is not 
pretended that his book was condemned until three or 
four months afterwards, that is, until about April or May; 
but Sixtus died in August of that year. There was, there- 
tare, a very short time left for the examination and 
formal condemnation of the two volumes of the Contro- 
versies, all that were then printed ; and such matters are 
not ordinarily conducted with such rapidity at Rome. 
Certainly not ordinarily ; but Sixtus V. was no ordinary 
Pope, and managed such matters in a way of his own ; 
as a French writer, M. L'Abbe Sisson, has said (to whom 
»e are indebted for the materials of this paper) " Oui, a 
Rome, d'ordinaire on ne vas pas si vite. Resterait a prou- 
Ter que Sixte V. Cut un Pape ordinaire." 

But what are the facta? Bellarmine left Rome, not in 
1590, as this argument asserts, but in 1589 ; for so he 
himself says in his autobiography (p. 19). 

"In 1589 the Cardinal Cajetan having been sent as 
legate into France. N. [i.«., Bellarmine], was sent with 
™ m " 'by Pope Sixtus.'' (Anno 1589, cum mitteretor 
Cardmalis Cajetanus legatus in Galliam, missus est cum 
•»«• aSixtoPontifice.) 

He arrived at Paris with Cajetan, Jan. 20, 1590, and 
*pme months after, Cajetan was reported to the Court of 
Some as having given himself to the Spanish interest 
Bellarmine was also suspected ; and he himself tells us 



that the Pope was also, offended, or pretended to be 
offended, with what be had said in his hook, on the sub- 
ject of the temporal power of the See of Rome. Sixtus 
therefore dispensed with all inquiry or examination, and 
ordered, by his sovereign authority, that the Controversies 
should be prohibited, without regard to the protests and 
petitions of the doctors and cardinals. 

There is no difficulty in reconciling this with the 
dates above given, and it is in exact accordance with the 
statement of the historians. For it is evident that the 
Controversies were in the list of prohibited books for a 
very short time only. The death of Sixtus V., which 
happened in August, 1590, was the occasion of the re- 
moval of this stigma from Bellarmine's name. This we 
learn from his own statement in his autobiography. 

Again, Fuligati says—" Those wbo bad raised the 
storm lost their power when the Pope died, and the Con- 
gregation of the Cardinals immediately ordered (without 
any movement on the part of Father Bellarmine), that 
this clause should be erased from the list of prohibited 
books." 

Bartoli says the same thing — viz., that after the death 
of Sixtos, ''the undeserved prohibition of the work of 
this learned theologian whs immediately annulled." — La 
non mtritata proscrizione fu. subito annulata? 

Poussines, better known in this country by his La- 
tinized name of Possevinus, gives a full account of the 
matter : — 

" After the death of Sixtus V., his successor, Urban 
VII., decreed that the Index ordered by his prede- 
cessor, in which the name of Bellarmine was to have 
appeared, should be cancelled; and thus the work 
of Bellarmine was cleared from all suspicion and cen- 
sure, by a most honourable judgment of the Congregation 
of the Cardinals, charged with the examination af books 
whose doctrine is under suspicion." 

The statements which gave offence to Pope Sixtus V. 
will be fonnd in Lib. V. of the treatise De Romano 
Pontifice. It may be enough here to quote the titles of 
one or two of Bellarmine's chapters. 

Chapter I. That the Pope it not Lord of the whole 
world.— [Papam non esse Dominum totitu muudi.] 

Chapter II. That the Pope is not Lord of the whole 
Christian world. — [Papam non esse Dominum totitu orbis 
Christiani.J 

Chapter III. That the Pope hat not any merely tempo- 
ral jurisdiction by Divine right directly. — [Papam non 
habere ullam mere temporalcm, jurisdictionem direetejure 
LHvino.} 

, It is curious that at the very time when Bellarmine's 
great work was condemned at Rome for not giving the 
Pope power enough, it was condemned in France for 
giving him too much. At tbe end of 1586, when the first 
volume of -the Controversies was brought into France, 
Etienne Michel, bookseller of Lyon, wbo was then io 
Paris, undertook, with another bookseller, to re print it. 
But the Procureur- General du Roi immediately inter- 
fered, and caused twenty-one sheets, which bad been 
already wrought off, to be seized. 

The history of this affair is a curious fact in the 
internal economy of the Roman Church. The Pope 
himself condemns a book fox not giving him sufficient 
power. The Gallican Church (for at that time there was 
a Gallican Church) condemns the same book, because it 
gave the Pope too much power. And yet this Gallican 
Church was, for reasons of state, not as yet condemned 
at Rome. 

Again, at the death of tbe Pope, the censure passed by 
the Congregation of the Index on the work of Bellarmine 
was, by the same Congregation, immediately cancelled ami 
removed by the authority of the succeeding Pope; so 
that in tho space of a few months, nay, perhaps weeks, a 
book was declared to be unfit for the perusal of the faith- 
ful, and eminently fit, not for their perusal merely, but 
for their instruction and edification. 

Either Pope Sixtus V. knew what authority had been 
committed to him by Divine right, or he did not It is 
evident that he was not satisfied with the limitations im- 
posed on his authority by Bellarmine — that he claimed to 
be Lord of the- whole world, in his temporal as well as 
spiritual jurisdiction, by Divine right. And yet his 
successor Urban was content to accept his Pontifical 
throne, subject to the limitations admitted by Bellarmine. 
What, then, are we to think of the boasted " Centre of 
unity," the " Judge of controversies," the " Vicar and re- 
presentative of Christ en earth." Here we have two 
Popes at issue upon the fundamental question of the 
nature and extent of their own Divinely commissioned 
power and jurisdiction. Do we not need here another 
judge of controversies — another centre of unity, to tell 
us where the truth lies between these two contending 
Pontiffs? 

Let not Protestants, however, suppose that the autho- 
rity of Bellarmine's work has been in any way weakened 
by the fact that it was once, for a time, in the list of pro- 
hibited books; and let no Roman Catholic controversial- 
ist, who may find it inconvenient to stand by any of Bel- 
larmine's statements or arguments, think to escape from 
the difficulty, by alleging that the book was once in the 
Index; for this circumstance has greatly added to its 
authority. The protest of the whole body of Cardinals, 



and their immediate removal of the stigma, as soon as 
Pope Sixtus was no more, is a higher sanction of tHe 
book, and a stronger testimony to its orthodoxy (in tfte 
Roman sense of that word), than if it had been allowed 
to pass, <u6 silent io, without question or censure. 



IMMACULATE CONCEPTION.— GENUINE TES- 
TIMONIES OF THE FATHERS AGAINST IT-. 
We made some remarks in our last number on the 
attempt made by Dr. Cullen in his late pastoral to persuade 
the people of Ireland that the new dogma of tbe Wa- 
maculate Conception is a doctrine as old as Christianity 
itself, with u the invariable testimony of Christian anti- 
quity" to support it. 

Dr. Cullen could scarcely attempt to do less ; as we take 
it for granted that he has, like all other Roman Catholic 
Doctors, subscribed to the creed of Pope Pius IV. ; tbe 
second article of which, as our readers know, concludes 
with these words, " Nee earn [Scripturam] unquam nisi 
juxta unanimein consensum Patrum accipiam et intei- 
pretabor." " Nor will I ever take or interpret the Scrip- 
tures otherwise than according to the unanimous content of 
the Fathers." 

We would now solicit the attention of Dr. Cullen and 
our readers to a few extracts from the undisputed writingsof 
the Fathers and Doctors of the Church, upon the subject of 
the nature of the Blessed Virgin Mary, merely premising 
(as Cardinal Perrone, and other eminent writers have oil- 
served before us) that they may be classified under several 
heads, which, however, we think, may be safely. reduced to 
two : First " Those which'say that our Lord Jesus Christ, 
and no other, is without all sin ; and secondly, those which 
assert that the whole human race is infected with original 
sin, and specially name the Blessed Virgin." 

For examples of both classes we may refer to St- 
Aucustine, a.p. 400, who, in his treatise against the 
Pelagian doctrine (that there are and would be men who 
have no sin whatever), distinctly says that our Blessed 
Lord alone was free from sin, and also that the Virgin was 
born in sin. " He alone, being made man, hut remain- 
ing God, never had any sin ; nor did He take on Him 
a flesh of sin, though from the flesh of sin of his mother, 
For what of flesh He thence took, He either, when taken, 
immediately purified, or purified in the act of taking it."* 

Again — "Mary, the mother of Christ, from whom He 
took flesh, was born of the carnnl concupiscence of her 
parents ; not so, however, did she conceive Christ, who was 
begotten, not by man, but of the Holy Ghost.'' 1> 

Again — " Mary, springing from Adam, died because- of 
sin ; and the flesh of our Lord, derived from Mary, died to 
take away sin." c 

We might multiply passages from St. Augustine, bat to 
save space we shall merely add a few others in a note.* 
' Will any candid man, after reading the foregoing extract*, 
believe that St- Augustine (whatever his opinions may have 
been on the subject of the Blessed Virgin's personal parity 
or dignity) held the doctrine that she was spotless by nature, 
or born in any way differently from the rest of mankind? 
Our next reference shall be to St. Epiphanius, Bishop of 
Salamis, in the Island of Cyprus (a.d. 370), to a spurious 
discourse of whom (condemned alike by the Jesuit 
Petavius, and by Ceillier, Tillemont, Care, and Oudinu*, 
as we showed in our last number, p. 138) Dr. Cullen res- 
ferred in his late pastoral. 

St. Epiphanius speaks thus — " Whether the Holy Virgin 
be dead and buried — in that case, her death is in honour, 
her end is purity, and her crown in virginhood ; or, whether 
she was slain, &c—for her end is not known — we must not 
honour the saints beyond due measure. For neither it- 
Mary a deity, nor deriving her body from Heaven, but 
from man and woman,' determined, as Isaac's was,, by 

" St. Augustine. Opera, torn, x., p. St B. Benedict Ed „ Paris 1690. 
De Peccatorum Mentis et Remiaaione, llt>. ii.. c. 24, fas. "Solus 
ergo Ille etiam, homo (actus, raanena Deas, pcccMunt nullum habsiit 
unquam; necsumpait carnera peccati, quamvU du raateroa came nas- 
cati. 1,'nod etiirn ctrnia inde sos:epit, id profecto aut suscipieodom. 
mundavir, ant suscipiendu lnandavit." 

* Idem. uper. Imperf. contra Julian, lib. vl., torn, x., p. ISM, A. 
" Maria, Mater Christi, da qua.carnem sumpsit, de carnali canatpi*. 
ocntia pattntum nata est, non aatem Christum sic ipse, conceptr. Quest 
non de vlrili aemine aed de Sptritu Sancto procreavit." 

e * Maria ex Adam mortua propter peecitum, et earo I>omint ex. 
Maria mortua, eat propter delenda. peocata."— Idem. KuarratiQ la Piai. 
ixxl v„ torn, lv p. MO, wn». II, 

d S. Aug. de Qetieai ad Literam, lib. x.. cap. xvi'L torn. Hi. p. 348-9. 
u Virginit cam etiamnl de pfecati propamine venit, non tameii do peoeafl 
propagtne ennceptt ..... Promd* cori>ui Cliiisti, quemviataa; 
carne/tetm'oce aaaumptum eat. qua de Hid carnit peccati propagiaeccm- 
cepta fuerai, tarnen quia nan sic in el cimceptum eat quo mono ftteraj 
ilta concepts, nee i psa erat caro peccati, sed similltltdo caroia peccati/' 

S. Aug. contra Julian. Pelagian, lib. V. xv. torn x. p. 6o4 K, *' A&- 
paret illam concupiseentiem per quam Cliristua oncipi noluit. feelsav 
in genera hnmano propayinem muli, quia Uariat corpus, qu»mvbl 
inde venerit, tamen cam non trajecit in corpua quod i.oa indu con- 
cept!." As, notwithstanding these unequivocal paa<«g«e, St. Augus- 
tine is sometimes appealed to aa if lie were not unfavourable to-ttas 
doctrine of tne - Immaculate Conception," because tie says (vox.*., 
p. 144. G, De natur.i et gratia contra Pelagium), ** Kxcepta' ganctd Vav 
gine Mai i& (ie quA propter honoreoi Domini nullam pron*us,cu>n da 
peccatis atntur, haoeri volo quajstionein," it must be observed, that ha) 
is uot there speaking of original sin, but of actual ain : and though he 
will not enter into* discussion of that other question, yet it is dear from 
the above and other passages he did not regard ber aa exempt frees 
even actual human iunnnity. 

* otSrt ydp 6*6c i} Mopia, o»« art' oupavou" !xov<m 
ro aiua, a\X' i« o-uWjjd/cwc. avSpoe icai yvvaticoc..— 
Adversus Haereses, lib. it. : torn. 2 ; Epiphanii opera, 
torn i., pp. 1055, '56. Colonise, 1682. 
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promiie. And let no one make offerings to her name ; for- 
he 'destroys his own soul," &c. — Page 1055. "Nay, but 
the body of Mary is holy ! Yes ; but not A deity. Nny, 
but the Virgin is a Virgin, and honoured ! Yes ; yet not 
giren for us to worship, but herself worshipping Him who 
was born of her in the flesh. Thus the Gospel confirms us 
— ' Woman, what have I to do with thee ?' — lest any should 
think that the Holy Virgin teas a being of superior ex- 
cellence. He calls her ' woman,' as if He prophesied on 
account of those divisions and heresies which were to take 
place on earth, in order that no one, hy admiring the 
Virgin m excess, might fall into the folly of hfresy.' 
Which of the prophets ever suffered a man to be worshipped, 
not to say a woman? She is a chosen vessel, but she is a 
woman, and not at all changed in nature, though, as to her 
mind and sense, she is held in honour, as the bodies of the 
saints, &c. But neither is Elijah, though among the living, 
an object of worship, nor is John an object of worship. 
For the old error shall not lord it over us, that we should 
leave the Living One, and worship things made by Him. 
For they served and worshipped the creature more than the 
Creator. For if He willed not that angels should be 
worshipped, hour much more is He unwilling that worship 
should be paid to her who was burn of Anna,' and was 
given to Anna from Jjachim — given to her father and 
mother by promise — but nevertheless not born differently 
from the nature of man .'" — p. 10G1-2. 

Do Protestants use stronger words than these? And is 
it possible to believe that St. Epiphanius, or the Church 
of his time, could have believed that the Virgin Mary came 
into the world exempt from the consequences of Adam's 
fall, and with a nature essentially different from all others 
of the human race ? The question, be it recollected, is not, 
whether she was sanctified, rendered holy (snnctific.itn) ; 
but, whether she was originally by nature holy (snncta}, 
having need of neither sanctification or redemption ; for 
exemption (exemptio), not redemption (liberatio) from sin, 
is what the new dogma of the 19th century requires all men 
to believe under pain of damnation. 

We might here cite several others of the primitive 
Fathers of the Catholic Church, who, as it were by antici- 
pation, condemn the modern doctrine in question, as well 
M numberless others, who, if not by direct assertion, 
at least indirectly, and by necessary implication, enable us 
to form a judgment of what their decision would have been 
had such a doctrine been propounded in their times ; but 
we prefer hastening on and going directly to what eminent 
Popes, Cardinals, and Doctors have written upon the sub- 
ject ; because we are dealing more especially at present 
with the Church of Borne. 

We commence with the early Popes, several of them 
eanonited Saints of the Church. 

St. Leo the Great, a.d. 440, in his 5th discourse on the 
Nativity of our Blessed Lord, says — "One cause of sin 
applies to all, arising from the mere condition of their 
birth. Therefore, the Lord Jesus alone, among the sons 
of men, was born innocent ; because He alone was con- 
ceived without the pollution of carnal concupiscence.'' 11 

Pope Gelasius I., a.d. 492, in his work against P«la- 

fius says — " It belongs alone to the immaculate Lamb to 
ave no sin at all." 1 
St. Gregory the Great, Pope, A.D. 600, Lib. 18, Mora- 
linm in Job, cap. 28. Opera. Tom. I., p. 598, says — 
(Bened. Ed. Paris, 1705)—" For though we be made holy, 
we are, nevertheless, not born holy ; because we are bound 
by the very condition of our corruptible nature, so that we 
must say with the Prophet: ' Lo, in iniquity was I con- 
ceived, and in sin has my mother conceived mo.' But He 
alone [solus] was truly born holy ; who, in order that He 
might overcome this condition of corruptible nature was 
not conceived after the manner of men [ex coinmixtione 
camalis copula:]. "i 

Pope John I V., A.r>. G39, in an epistle to the Bishops 
and Priests of Ireland, written when Pope elect (and 
which epistle has sometimes been erroneously cited as one 
of Pope Honorius I.), in exhorting them against the same 
Pelagian heresy, says — " I lis the folly of blasphemy to say 
that man is without sin, which none can be, but only the 



' tva euro row, yvvai ri tpoi Kai ooi ; ur; rtftc vopi- 
*u)<n ■ntpiaairtpov ilvai n)v ayiav Uaobivov, yvvaiica 
rairnv cteXijicei', ilif, jrpodi nrfitov, tuv piWinriav 
IctoBai str t n/c yijc ox ta r tt * TWV r! » *" a * aipiasuv xapiv, 
iva prj rati virfpfioky tiavpaoavriQ n)v ayiav, tit; 

rovro vTto-ntauHTi Trie aipioewc to \npo\uynpa 

Epiphanius, ut supra, pp. 1061, 62. 

' Eiyap AyyiXovc TrpoaKWiioGaioii Bi\n, irooto pa\. 
Xov rijv avi Avvn( ytyfvvtipivnv, . . oi piv in- 
p&C ytytw-'npivnv irapa ri/** rwv avQpufjrutv tyvoiv, 
aXXd va&urc reavrtc, tK anipparoc. civfipbc, cai u-^rpac 
yvvainoc. ; — Epiphanius, ut supra, ibid. 

* "Solus itaque inter Mios homtnum Dominus Jests innocens 
■Has est, qui* stilus sine ciirnalis concupiscentiss pollution* concep- 
tus."— St. Lromi Magni Opera, torn. I., p. ISO, Ed. Paris 1675, Straw 
24, in Nrttivitate Domini V , cap. 5 

• " Immaculati agni proprtum est nullum promts habulsse peccatum.'' 
Getasit Paps J.. Tractatus 111., Dicta adveratts Pelagiauam Ilssresim. 
Labbe et toss. Cone, torn. iv., p. 1241, Paris, 1671. 

J Nos qui|<pe etai sancti ettlclmur, nou umen aancti naactmnr quia 
ipaa nature corruptibil a conditione const) inglinur, ut coin Prophets 
dlcamus ; " Kcce eftim in inlquitatibus conceptus sum et In delicti! 
aaperit me mater mea." Ills antem soles veratiter sanctus natus ear, 
qui ut ipsam conditionem natural corruptlbilis vineeiet, ex commix 
tione carnalls copulas conceptus non e«\ — S. Gre«or I. Papas Cogno- 
aento Magni Opera ; Ben. Ed. Paris I J 05, torn 1., p. 698, Morallum 
Lib. xviii. in caput xitIiI., Bjili Job, cap. Hi. J SI. 



Mediator of God and man, the Man Christ Jesus, who was 
conceived and bora without sin ; for all other men being 
born in original sin, are known to bear the mark of 
Adam's transgression, even whilst they are without actual 
sin, according to the saying of the Prophet — ' For, behold 
I was shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my mother conceive 
me."' k 

Pope Innocent III, in his second discourse on the 
Assumption, says — " Eve was produced without sin, but 
she brought forth .in sin ; Mary was produced in sin, but 
she brought forth without sin." 1 

We have here five eminent Popes agreeing with each 
other, and with St. Augustine, that our Lord alone, among 
the descendants of Adam, was born exempt from sin, and 
attributing such sole exemption to its proper cause — viz., 
that which is embodied in every Christian creed, that " He 
was conceived of the Holy Ghost, thoughborn of the Vir- 
gin Mary." 

That such was the uniform doctrine of the whole 
Catholic Church for more than 1000 years after the death 
of our Lord, we might challenge contradiction ; and we 
shall, we think, best avail ourselves of the rather limited 
space at our disposal by proceeding at once to show what 
the greatest Doctors of the Eoman Catholic Church, in- 
cluding several canonized Saints, and the most eminent of 
her Cardinals, have said upon this subject. We shall pass 
over St. Bernard for the present, though his testimony 
ought to be in itself decisive npon the sudject, as we have 
on a former occasion given our readers a pretty fall ex- 
tract from his well known letter to the Canons of Lyons, 
a.d. 1139." 

Peter Lombard, the far-famed Master of the Sentences, 
and Bishop of Paris in the middle of the 12th century, in 
his third book of the Sentences, Distinction 3, " de came 
quam verbum assumpsit," distinctly lays down, that it was 
the overshadowing of the Holy Ghost which cleansed Mary 
from sin, and that from that moment (not from the mo- 
ment of her birth or conception) she was cleansed from 
all sin, thus neccssurily implying that up to that moment 
she was not exempt from the ordinary sinfulness of human 
nature. 

In reply to the question — " Whether the flesh which the 
Word of God took was bound by sin (obligata peccato), and 
if it were assumed as such by Him," he replies : — 

" It may indeed be said and believed, according to the 
attestations of the saints, that it. was previously obnoxious 
to sin, as the other flesh of the Virgin, but by the operation 
of the Holy Spirit, it was so cleansed that it was united to 
the Word, free from all sin — the punishment only remain- 
ing ; and that not by necessity, but by the free will of Him 
who assumed it. The Holy Ghost coming into, Mary., 
cleansed her from all'sin, and even freed her from all in- 
centive to sin, cither by entirely destroying it, as some 
think, or by so weakening it and marring its power, that 
no occasion of sin existed in her thereafter." 11 

To give our unlearned readers some idea of the impor- 
tance of this great work of Pete* Lombard's, it may be well 
to transcribe a short passage from Mosheim, who says, 
" The four books of the Sentences were not only received 
with universal applause, but acquired, also, such a high 
degree of authority as induced the most learned doctors in 
all places to employ their labours in illustrating and ex- 
pounding them." In fact, this work of Lombard's, with 
the commentaries which it called into existence, may be 
said to have directed the mind of the Church of Koine for 
nearly four centuries, and the reputation of the well-known 
names of St. Alexander Hales, St. Bonavcntura, St. 
Thomas Aquinas, and Cardinal Cajctan, were chiefly 
based upon their learned commentaries upon this "Book 
of the Sentences." 

Wc shall cite each of these eminent doctors, in order to 
show whether they agreed with the saints and fathers of 
the Church, or with the present doctrine of Pope Pius IX, 
which Dr. Cullen would have us believe to have been the 
doctrine of the Church from the time of the Apostles, 
though ntver necessary to salvation until 8th Dec., 1854. 

One of the first in time and note was St. Alexander of 
Hales, in Gloucestershire (an eminent Eranciscan), known 
by the title of the Irrefragable Dovtir. In his '■ Sumtna 
Tneologite," part 3, he says — " It is necessary that what- 
ever is generated should contract sin ; and on this account, 
the Blessed Virgin could not be sanctified in her parents 
because she necessarily Contracted sin ft om her parents in 
her generation." 

* "El quidein b.asphemia et stultiloquiuui esl dicere, ease liuuiiuem 
sine peccato; quod oinninu non potest, nisi uuus mediator Dei et 
iiominum homo Cliria'.us Jesus, qui nine peccato est conceptus et 
partus. Nam ceteri homines cum peccato originall naaceutes, lea 1- 
uiouium piasvaricat:oiiis Adss (etiam sme peccato actuali uxistemesj, 
portare no.cuutur secundum proplietam dicentem (Psalm 50) *Eece 
enira in inlquitatibus concepu* sum, et.in peccatis conceptl uie wea 
mater."-l>ae6e and Co** Cone. loin. V.. p. 1758. Hist- Eccles. Veo. 
Beds-, Lib. ii. c. 13; Giles Ed. ls«3, vol. 2, p. 24 . 

J liu i.tvj] fuit sine cul;«a products, sed produxit in cnlpam; 
liasc [Maria] fuit in culpa producta, sed sine cul;<a prodtixu "— 
limoceut 111., Serine II., de fetto assuniptionis Marias. Uolou., 1552, 
fol. LXVlt. b. 

*" iwe Catholic Lavmam, vol. iii., p 97, 131. 

» Peter Lomtanl, Lib. ill. Distlnctlll., o. 10. Lutdun, 1618, De 
carne quam rerbum assumpsit. Kx his perspicuum at quod ante 
diximus, carneiu scilicet, verbi simul conceplam el assumptam 
eandemoue luio totain virgtoem Spirltu Sancto pram>niente ab ooiui 
l«be peccati caslidcalam. Ex tunc fuisse Virginem immuoeiu a 
peccato." 

o N L-ce j seest ut quod generator (in treneratione) contrahat peccatum, 
et propter hoc B. Virgo non uotuit iu purcntiuus suis sunvtiticari, 
imo urcetSii fuit, quod iu generstioae sua contraheret peccatum a 
paremibua.-Alex. Aleusja. gummas, parta 3. quasi. 10,meinb. 2, art. I. 



The next is St. Bonaventura, the pupil of St. Alexan- 
der Hales, who obtained the title of tbe Seraphic Doctor, 
and is called by Mr. Butler " the great light and ornament 
of the Holy St. Francis," and who was canonized, as all 
our readers know, by Pope Sixtus IV. (the same who ia 
now relied on as an advocate for the doctrine in question), 
in 1482. In his 3rd book of the Sentences, Distinction 3, 
pt. I., art. I., quest, II., Bonaventure discusses the very 
question whether the soul of the Virgin Mary was sancti- 
fied before the contraction of original sin, and comes to 
the conclusion (we use his own words ) " that it is more con- 
sistent with piety and faitb, and the authority of the Fa- 
thers, that the sanctificat.on of tbe Glorious Virgin was 
after the contraction of original sin," than before it.* 

Hear now St. Thomas Aquinas, the "Angelic doctor," in 
the 3rd part of his Summa Sacra) Theologies, Questio 
xxvii. — "So even if the parents of the Blessed Virgin 
were cleansed from original sin, nevertheless the Blessed 
Virgin contracted original sin, since she was conceived 
" secundum carnis concupiscentiam ex commixtiona 
maris et fasminse.'" 1 

We scarcely think it possible for language to express 
more decisively the opinion that the doctrine of the tiji- 
maculate conception of the Blessed Virgin was not that 
held by the Church up to the days of these •' irrefragable,"' 
" seraphic," ami " angelic" doctors, to whose testimony, 
however, we ought, perhaps, to add that of the learned 
Spanish divine, Alvarus Pelagius, who lived a.d. 1350, 
and in his work De Planctu Ecclesia, lays down the doc- 
trine even more emphatically. To avoid tediousness, how- 
ever, we here refer our readers to the note.' 

We must, however, add the testimony of a few dis- 
tinguished Cardinals. And we shall begin with the 
celebrated Bishop of Gaeta, Cardinal Uujetan (Thomas de 
Vio), who was selected by Pope Leo X. as his legate at the 
Diet of Augsburg, in 151S, (where Luther was summoned 
to defend his doctrines and conduct), and afterwards sent 
by Pope Adrian VI. as his legate to Hungary. Cnjetan 
was not only one of the most learned men the Church of 
Rome has produced, but one of the most devoted adherents 
and supporters of that Church. At the age of 29 be wrote a 
book to prove that a general council could not be called 
without tbe authority of the Pope, in which he maintains 
the highest ultramontane doctrines concerning the abso- 
lute authority of the Popes, as successors of St. Peter. In 
his Commentaries upon St. Thomas Aquinas, loco citato, 
p. 144, he distinctly lays down, that up to the days of St. 
Thomas Aquinas all held in common that the Virgin was 
conceived in original sin, and therefore reprobated the idea 
of her sanctification before the infusion of her soul.* Cardi- 
nal Cnjetan, however, .dtdaot atop har»j but .composed a 
formal treatise on the subject of the Conception of tha 
Blessed Virgin Mary, in chapter iv. of which he expressly 
lays it down that the doctrine that the Blessed Virgin was 
conceived in original sin appears to be the most probable 
one, since so many holy fathers and so many illustrious 
doctors in theology and in the canon law have taught it, 
not only in general terms, but in particular, speaking of 
the Blessed Virgin by name.* He then proceeds to quote 
fifteen writers — St. Augustine, St. Ambrose, St. John 
Chrysostom, Eusebius Kmissenus, St. Bemigius, St. 



P Bonaventura Opera Venetiis, 17.">3, vol. ill., p. 60. ; Lib. Ill, Sen- 
tentiarum, Dist, iii., para. 1., art. 1., Quest, II, " An Aoiina B. 
Virginia Sanctificata fuerit ante originalis peccati contractioneui ?"'— 
p. fill., Conclusio p. St). 

** tjnod gloriosas virginis sanctilicatio fuerit post peccati originalis 
contractlonem, pietdti fidei magia cousonat et sanctorum auctoritati 
magis cousouat." 

v 'J'ertia pars Summae sacras theologies, S. Thomas Aquinatis Doc- 
toris Augehci. Lutdun, 1«58, p. 114, Quest, xxvii, Art. 2, 60. "£t 
idto si parentes B. Virginis t'oerunt nmndaiL a peccato original!, 
nihilomiuus beata Virgo peccatum uriginale contraxit; cum fuerit 
concepta secundum carnis coacu^iscentiaui ex commixtione maris et 
fseraiiite." 

r Alvari Pelagii Hispani ex ordinc Miuorit. " De planctu Ecclesias ; " 
Venetiis, i&60. Lib. 2, cap. 52, p. 110. An H.ir.a in originate merit 
concepta? " De matre etiam ejus beatissima tenet S. August, quod 
non peccavit etiaui veuialiter in nac vita tameu iu original! peccato 
concepta fuit, sicut et ceteri homines; nullus excipitur nisi Curistua, 
qui noa de semiue liumano, sed Sphiiu Sancto, tt in utero virgiuis 
jam sai citttcato conceptus fuit. - Dotnina antem nostra de semiue 
utriuaque parentis Jojchim et Anna concepta fuit, sicut casctras mu- 
lierea, uon de Sptrilu Sancto aicut Alius, et ideo in original! peccato 
fuit concepta." 

In somewhat amusing contrast to this uniform statement of tha 
fatheis and doctors of the Cuurcb, we are inlormed In Gerhard's Loci 
Theologici, torn. 11., p. 274, that "Legenda Sanctorum narratur, 
Mariam non ex cougrestu connubial!, sea ex oscuio Joacbami, quod 
conjugi Annas lixerat conceptani esse 1"— a position worthy of llie in- 
genious writer of the Golden Legend, and which we do uot despair of 
seeing quoted in Dr. Cullen's uext pastoral. 

* "Ciijus opinion-s Autor hie non ineminlt, quia tempore auo oon 
erat adinventa, omnibus cummuniter teiientibus beatam Virginem coo- 
Ct-ptam iu peccato orlgtnali, et idto, ut videtur, reprobantious aancti* 
ftcatlooem carnis ejas ante fnfustonem animss, ut in hac liter a pates." 

'Opmcula omnia ThonisB de Vio Csjetau Cardiaalis.— Auguatss 
Tauriiiortim 1682, torn il. 

Tractatus de couceptione B. Mar. Vircinis, chap, iv., p. 204. 

" Quodenim para ilia quas tenet beatam Virginem esse a peccato 
origiiuui mundatain probabilis .ait, ex eo patet quod tot sancti 
doctores et tot tiluatres doctores iu theotogia, et in jure canonico, qui 
fccripscrnnr, banc partem nun in commnni aed iu aiugulaii nominatint 
de beatissima Vugiiie Maria loquetires dociieruiit. Et ne tiiigere 
videar. nianinatim sa&ctoa in suis iocs afftrre cenaul, ita ut eorunt 
non solum nomiua et loca, in quibus hate scripscrunt sed verba affer- 
antur occurreut ergo quiudecim a incti. 

Then after citing flfteen eminent fathers, he proceeds thus. — 

" Prteter dictos autem sanctos multitudo magna antiquornm 
doctorum convenit dicere in inuividao B. Virginem conceplam in 
peccato origiuall qui rum dicta aut in fonts, aut in lloria domini 
Joanuis de Tuire Cremsta et magistrt VincentK de Cas.ro Movo da 
couceptione B. Virginia compllatis unde sumpta anut invenlra 
quiltbet poteat." 
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Maximus, St. Beda, St. Anselm, St. Bernard, St. Erardus, 
St Anthony otPadua, St. Thomas Aquinas, St. Bona- 
rentare, St. Bernardinus, and St. Vincentius the Confessor ; 
adding, that besides these holy fathers a great multitude of 
ancient doctors agree in saying that the Blessed Virgin 
individually was conceived in original sin, whose words 
any one may find either in their original works, or in the 
works compiled on the suhject of the Conception of the 
Blessed Virgin by Cardinal de Turre Cremata and Vin- 
eentius de Castro Novo. 

The first of these writers referred to by Cardinal Caje- 
ian, John de Torqncmada (De Tnrrc Cremata), was him- 
self a Cardinal, and in great favour with several Popes. 
He was master of the Sacred Palace to Pope Eugenius 
IV. ; was sent as legate to Bonrges in 1440 ; was made 
Bishop of Albano by Pope Callixtus III. ; and Bishop of 
Sabina by Pope Pius II. His work entitled, " Questiones 
Evangeliorurn tarn do tempore quara de Sanctis collectse, 1 * 
was published at Lyons in 1509; and in treating of the 
Feast of the Nativity of the Blessed Virgin, fol. 239, 
2nd question, he expressly says, " Videtur quod B. 
Maria non fuerit sanctificata ante nntivitatem ex utero." 

The second of the writers (referred to by Cardinal Caje- 
tan) was Vincentius (Bandellus) de Castro Novo, who 
wrote an elaborate treatise on the subject, in which the 
Jesuit Salmeron (who was an upholder, as most Jesuit 
writers have been, of the new doctrine) states, in vol. 13 
of his commentaries, p. 4G7, that Bandellus collected 
several hundred authorities against the doctrine. [We re- 
gret to say that we have not been able to get access to 
Bandellus's treatise, but shall feel greatly obliged to any 
of our friends who can facilitate us in procuring access to 
a copy of it. See its title in the note "}. 

We shall only mention one writer more, the well known 
ifelehior Canus, who was an eminent Spanish theologian, 
and professor of divinity at Salamanca in 1540 ; deputed 
to the Council of Trent by Pope Paul III., and made 
Bishop of the Canary Islands in 1552. In his work enti- 
tled " Loci Theologici," which Dupin calls an excellent 
one, p. 348, De sanctorum autoritate, lib. vii. cap. 1 
(though himself disposed to adopt the new doctrine), this 
learned writer admits, in express terms, that " all the 
fathers who have at all made mention of this matter, have 
asserted with one voice that th« Blessed Virgin was conceived 
in original sin." We give the passage at full in the note.' 

And yet Dr. Cullcn would try to deceive the world, by 
false and spurious writings, into believing that all the fathers 
have asserted with one voice that the Blessed Virgin was not 
conceived in sin, but immaculate from the hour of her 
birth, and even beforaiit We recollect reading somewhere 
an anecdote bearing some analogy to Dr. Cullen's mode of 
proceeding, which we recommend to the consideration of 
such of onr Roman Catholic readers as are not willing and 
determined to be led by the nose by their spiritual guides. 

" One fine summer morning (says the narrator, who was 
then an urchin of eight or ten years old), it was my pro- 
vince to aid in driving a flock of sheep to the brook to be 
washed, preparatory to shearing. The man who had 
charge of them led the procession with the salt dish in his 
hand, in which he ostentatiously rattled some lumps of 
fait, and from time to time pretended to throw a handful 
on the ground, to draw the flock onward from place to 
place, while I followed to drive on the loiterers. The old 
patriarch of the flock, a fine old ram, led the van of the 
flock, and carefully examined every spot where the false 
motion of throwing the salt was made, till, I suppose, he 
was fully satisfied in his mind that no salt was deposited. 
He then paused, shook his bead, and waiting till the shep- 
herd was some distance in advance, charged upon him from 
■the rear, with his whole momentum, fairly raising him off 
his feet. Though I saw, and from the first comprehended 
the manoeuvre, there was so much fun in it, it was im- 
possible to give the alarm; and when the shepherd turned 
" to blow me up" as an accomplice, I was rolling on the 
green sward in a convulsion of laughter, so contagious 
that he was forced to join in it himself, and let me off with- 
out a rebuke." It will not do, we suppose, to attribute 



* Vincentius Bandellus De Cartro Novo was general of the Domi- 
nican order, and died 1*06. Toe exact title of the book, which we 
desire to procure. Is as follows : — 

Tracutus de singular! puritate el prerojratlva Conceptionis Salva. 
torls nostri Jcsu CbrLtti editus per F. ViQcenliun) De Castro Novo 
Sacra Tbeologue Professorem Ord. Pnedic.' continens dispulaliooem 
coram Hercule Estensi Ferraris* Duce in pju* palaliu factum, 1481. 
It appears to have been reprinted several times from the statement of 
Echard in his great wors Scrlptores Ordm;a Friedicatorum, torn. 2, p, 2. 
Paris, 1721. 

• " SJelchior Canus, Loci Theologici, p. 318. De Sanctorum Auct. 
Ub. Tit; cap, i., Co:. A^rip, 1605. •* fiancti omnes, qni in ejus rei men- 
tionem incldere, uno ore aueveraruni, Beatam Virginein in peccato 
erioinali eonceptam. Hoc videlicet Ambroeiua astruit suptr i'sal. lis, 
eoacione fi. Hoc Augustinus super Psalmum 34, in ilium versicnlum, 
' Ego autem cum mihi molest!,' Ac, et lib. secundo de bapti.mo par- 
Vuloruro capita 24 et 10, super Genestm ad literam, caput 18 ec lib. o : J, 
toutr* Julianuro, cap. «, Hoc Cliry&nstomus super Maltha* im ; hoc 
Xusebius Emisenus in 2. Concione Nativitatis Domini; hoc Remigitis 
•■per Paalmutn vicesimnm primum, et Maximus lu SermooedoAs- 
•umpttune Keatie Virginia astruxere. Idem qaoqne aftii mat Beda in 
Homilia soper * Missus est,' Anse'mus iu libro, ' cur Deua homo,* caput. 
• S. Bernardua In Bpistola ad L'lgdunensaa 174. Erhitrdnaepiacopus, 
™ martyr, in concioue quadaro de Nativitate Beatte Virginia, Sanctua 
■Antonms Paduantu In concione etiam de Nativitate ejusdem aanctfe 
▼ iralnla, aanctua Bernardinus in aermonum euorum opere tertio, in 
tractatu de Beau Virgine, cone one 4. Divua Bonaventuia 3, sent. 
OWinctione 3,<|nasslio 1, artic. 2. Divus Thorn. 3 parte, quaestlo 27. 
artlcul. 2. Divua Vincen. In Sermone de Conceptione Beetle Virginia. 
JJ ,r »» Anto. I, parte, titu. 8. Damaa. lib. 3, sententlarnm auarum. 
«ugo de Sancto Victore de Sacram. part 2, tup. 4." And this be 

Wa to be the docuine "cul nullus sandorum conlravenertt." I 



to so simple an animal as a sheep so high a moral senti- 
ment as indianation at deceit I bat we may, perhaps, at 
least draw this practical inference from the story, that those 
having charge of flocks cannot always securely lead them 
along with mere handfuls of wind ! 

We wonder whether Dr. Cullen will let off the poor 
Editor of the Catholic Layman so easily. 

If onr intelligent readers will carefully consider the tes- 
timony, which we have now furnished them with, of Popes, 
Fathers, Cardinals, and Doctors (all of the highest repu- 
tation, and not one of whose statements above cited can 
be denied to be the genuine and undoubted writings of the 
authors to whom they are ascribed), and comparo them 
with the indefinite and doubtful passages relied on in Dr. 
Cullen's late pastoral, we have little expectation that their 
faith iu the infallibility of the Church of Rome (which has 
committcdsuchaninsultbothonthc Holy Scriptures and the 
Fathers, as to trake it a dogma of faith essential to salvation 
to believe the exact reverse of what is written in both the 
oneandthe other in lettersof fire) can remain unshaken by it. 
Let Pope Pius and his Bishops vapour as they will, the 
stubborn fact is, that not only the Holy Scriptures, but the 
unanimous consent of the Holy Fathers, is against the 
dogma, which they now represent as necessary to salva- 
tion ; and everyone who subscribes to the creed of Pope 
Pius IV. is bound to reject it as heterodox and heretical. 
We have no fear that any modern authorities, however 
numerous, can displace the united testimony of both the 
Scriptures and the Fathers, and even if any of the latter 
could be produced (which we firmly believe there cannot) 
in support of the doctrine contended for, they would only 
show now hollow and unsatisfactory is the much-boasted 
unity of the Church of Rome, when such differences can so 
long have prevailed within it, until, after centuries of hesita- 
tion, intrigue, internal discord, cavillings, and self-contra- 
dictions, a Pope has atlast been found, in this our nineteenth 
century, hardy enough to set all antiquity and truth at 
defiance, and, without even the formality of a general 
council, take upon himself to pronounce the whole human 
race heretical, unless they will, at his bidding, blindly 
submit to believe a doctrine which not only cannot be 
found in cither the Holy Scriptures or tradition, but which 
can be demonstrated by any one with a very moderate 
amount of learning and intelligence to be equally contrary 
to both. 



TO CORRESPONDENTS. 

Wi beg to acknowledge the receipt of several interesting 
communications on the subject of Holy Wells in Ireland, 
which we hope we shall be ableto avail ourselves of in our 
next number. 

To diminish the chance of disappointment, alt letters 
should be forwarded to the office by the first day of the 
month. 

All letters to be addressed to the Editor, 9, Upper Sack- 
ville-strcet. 

Contributors of £1 per annum will be furnished with 
six copies, any of which will be forwarded,as directed, to 
nominees of the subscriber. 

•ST In consequence of several persons having returned 
copies of the Catholic Layman, which had been already- 
paid for by friends, under the apprehension that they 
might be called on hereafter in person to pay for them, 
we beg to call their attention to the following announce- 
ment — viz , that any one receiving any number of this 
journal which has not been ordered by himself, will not 
be charged for it, and may assume that it has been paid 
for by a subscriber. 

Cjre Catjplic gagman. 
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We again appear before our readers at the com- 
mencement of a new year, the fifth year of our 
labours, and have great reason to bless God for 
the success which has already attended them, and 
the large measure of public attention and favour 
which they have experienced. 

We trust we have hitherto redeemed the only 
pledges we ever gave the public — 1st, That we 
would ourselves write, and try to induce others 
to write, in a spirit of kindnsss and charity 
towards opponents ; and, secondly, that we would 
do our best to promote accurate knowledge of 
the subjects in which we were engaged, by taking 
nothing upon trust from other writers, and 
at all times furnishing our readers, whether 
friends or opponents, with the most ready means 
of testing our accuracy and candour, by giving 
exact references to the editions, volumes, and the 
very pages of the writers which we cited as 
authorities. The importance of both these rules, 



we trust, is fully appreciated by all our readers, 
and we are convinced that it is to our undeviating 
compliance with them that we owe the flattering 
silence of all the leading Roman Catholic publi- 
cations of the day, who have allowed us to walk 
over the course unmolested for four years, rather 
than run the risk of joining issue with us in a 
combat, where those who have truth on their side 
must in the long run be successful. We do not 
wish, even when alluding to such a subject, 
to speak harshly of our opponents ; for we 
feel they could not have prudently acted other- 
wise, and it would, of course, have been highly 
impolitic for any persons to engage in controversy 
who have either a consciousness of a deficiency 
in learning, or a lurking distrust of the goodness 
of their cause, either of which would naturally 
make any one shrink from a discussion whioh 
must be conducted, on both sides, like scholar! 
and gentlemen. 

We have always done our best to maintain this 
character, and it is our earnest desire that all 
controversy should be conducted with the calm- 
ness and temper which we ourselves endeavour 
to attain. 

Controversy about religion, it is obvious, 
should, as far as possible, be discussion. It ought 
not to be boasting; neither should it be abuse. 
Its aim should be to convince and to reconcile, 
not to offend and exasperate. Arguments, no 
doubt, ought to be expressed as forcibly as they 
are felt ; for we have no sympathy with a man 
who would sacrifice or imperil truth in order to 
have others speak well of him, but neither can 
we sympathise with those who use either truth 
or falsehood to create spite and hatred. 

We regret to think that our opponents do not 
act always on the same principles. Let us take) 
an instance. 

Recent occurrences have made the authorised 
or Protestant version of the Scriptures a subject 
of discussion. Is it God's book, or the Devil's 
book ? Is it to be read, or to be burned ? This 
question has been raised ; and when the Pro- 
testant version is brought under discussion, th» 
Douay version must be discussed also ; because 
such discussion must necessarily lead to compari- 
son. 

We feel that upon this subject especially we 
have acted up to the principles we profess. We 
have treated the Douay Bible as a book to be 
read, not to be burned. We think it inferior to 
the Protestant version in several respects. We 
have the testimony of Dr. Curtis, who was Ro- 
man Catholic Primate of Ireland before Dr. 
Crolly, that " It surpasses the Douay by far, in 
point of language."* We have also the . fact, 
that within the Jast century the Douay Bible 
has been repeatedly corrected by Roman Ca- 
tholic Bishops, who have each time brought it 
more into accordance with the Protestant version. 
We may, therefore, well think that the Protestant 
version is superior, both in language and in ac- 
curacy. Yet we have freely quoted the Douay 
Bible, and have often recommended it to be read. 
We earnestly recommend that both Protestants 
and Roman Catholics should read and compare 
both versions, and we do not fear the result. 

We have acted with equal fairness about 
Father Petcherine's trial. We made no insinu- 
ations against the verdict of the jury which 
acquitted him. We take it as a verdict given 
on the evidence by honest men upon their oath*;. 

We are thus in a position to discuss the ques- 
tion, with a sole regard to truth, and in a spirit 
of kindness. 

We find ourselves however called on to notice 
arguments on this subject which seem to us to 
have no regard either to truth or kindness. 

' See Mr. O'Hag&n'a speech la our last number, p. 140. 



